THE   PLAY  OF  MORE
only of the early Cade scenes, but also of Julius Caesar,
Troilus and Cressida and Coriolanus.1
Now this seems to me to state only a small (albeit important)
portion of the problem. Shakespeare combined his respect for
order and 'degree5 with a deep respect for all human personality
irrespective of degree. His leading characters are drawn from
the great ones of the earth, but these great ones are not more
lovable than his servants or his clowns. Often they are much
less so: for if we want common sense and balance we must
turn from Timon to Timon's stewafd. Shakespeare 'has no
respect for "the plainer and simpler kind of people" as politic-
ians, but he has a great respect and regard for their hearts.'2
For all his passionate love of authority and order, he was, as
Bagehot has said, 'sympathising!? cognizant with the talk of the
illogical classes5.8 And it is certain that in the 'threepages5 the
combination of these things is found: passionate abhorrence of
mob rule, good-natured ridicule of mob logic, and a belief in the
essential goodness of humble folk; it is, if possible, more emphatic
and undeniable in the 'three pages5 than in Shakespeare's
acknowledged work. And there is something striking about it
(just as there is about a very different combination, the saeva
indignatio of Swift's Irish pamphlets, the combination of hatred
of the oppressor with contempt for the oppressed). But this
combination in the 'three pages' is worked out in detail through
a number of other combinations, and these combinations in
their turn are equally characteristic of Shakespeare. The
argument that the author of the 'three pages' is Shakespeare
lies, not in any one of these, but in the whole combination of
combinations. Of the underlying combination, respect for
authority or 'degree5, joined to a belief that the poor and humble
are 'sound and sweet at heart', I shall say no more, only asking
that it be kept in mind. * My concern now is with the minor
combinations.
1 William Shakespeare, I, p. 509.
2 BRADLEY, Shakespearean Tragedy, p. 326.
3 In quoting this, I do not mean to agree that labourers are more illogical
than professors.
41 tried to illustrate it at length in our joint volume on Shakespeare's Hand
in the Play of Sir Thomas More> 1923, pp. 142-87.
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